Appl. No. 10/679,403 

REMARKS 

Applicants appreciate the Examiner's thorough consideration 
provided the present application. Claims 1-5, 8-14 and 17 are now 
present in the application. The title, specification, abstract, drawings, 
and claims 1 and 10 have been amended. Claims 6, 7, 15 and 16 have 
been cancelled. Claims 1 and 10 are independent. Reconsideration of 
this application, as amended, is respectfully requested. 

Specification Objections 

The title, specification, and abstract have been objected to due to 
the presence of minor informalities. In view of the foregoing 
amendments, in which the Examiner's helpful suggestions have been 
followed, it is respectfully submitted that these objections have been 
addressed. Reconsideration and withdrawal of these objections are 
respectfully requested. 

Drawings Objection 

The drawings have been objected to due to the lack of a legend on 
the figures such as "Prior Art". Applicants have submitted four (4) sheets 
of corrected formal drawings to address the Examiner's requested 
changes. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully submit that this objection 
has been obviated and/ or rendered moot. Reconsideration and 
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withdrawal of the Examiner's drawings objection are respectfully 
requested. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. §§ 102 and 103 

Claims 1-5, 8, 9-14 and 17 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Walkup, U.S. Patent No. 5,989,049. Claims 1- 
5, 8, 9-14 and 17 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Walkup in view of Hsiao, U.S. Patent No. 6,142,810 
and Benakis, U.S. Patent No. 5,791,929. Claims 1-17 stand rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hsiao in view of Ju, 
U.S. Patent No. 6,572,397, Lin, U.S. Patent No. 6,099,326, Benakis, Lee, 
U.S. Patent No. 6,702,594, and Toyoshima, U.S. Patent No. 6,774,314. 
These rejections are respectfully traversed. 

In light of the foregoing amendments to the claims, Applicants 
respectfully submit that these rejections have been obviated and/or 
rendered moot. As the Examiner will note, independent claims 1 and 10 
have been amended to recite a combination of elements including "the 
electrical connection part being a container with an opening at a top of 
the container, a resin material being filled in the container and being 
entirely enclosed by the container except for a surface of the resin 
material facing toward the opening of the container". Applicants 
respectfully submit that the above combination of elements as set forth 
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in amended independent claims 1 and 10 is not disclosed nor suggested 
by the references relied on by the Examiner. 

Walkup, Hsiao, Benakis, Ju, Lin, and Lee fail to teach using a 
resin material. Therefore, these references fail to teach the above 
combination of elements as recited in claims 1 and 10. 

With regard to the Examiner's reliance on Toyoshima, this 
reference teaches a coupler 20c having a strip solder 34 with an opening 
on a surface of a resin ball 26 (see FIGs. 4A-B; col. 6, lines 18-21). 
However, the strip solder 34 in Toyoshima only covers a strip region of 
the resin ball 26. As shown in FIGs. 4A and 4B of Toyoshima, there are 
at le ast three surfaces (left, right, and the area below the opening 33) of 
the resin ball 26 not enclosed by the strip solder 34. Therefore, 
Toyoshima fails to teach "a resin material... being entirely enclosed by 
the container except for a surface of the resin material facing toward the 
opening of the container" as recited in claims 1 and 10. 

Accordingly, none of the references utilized by the Examiner 
individually or in combination teach or suggest the limitations of 
amended independent claims 1 and 10 or their dependent claims. 
Therefore, Applicants respectfully submit that all of the claims clearly 
define over the teachings of the references relied on by the Examiner. 

Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections 
under 35 U.S.C. §§ 102 and 103 are respectfully requested. 
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CONCLUSION 



It is believed that a full and complete response has been made to 
the Office Action, and that as such, the Examiner is respectfully 
requested to send the application to Issue. 

In the event there are any matters remaining in this application, 
the Examiner is invited to contact Joe McKinney Muncy, Registration No. 
32,334 at (703) 205-8000 in the Washington, D.C. area. 

If necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized in this, 
concurrent, and future replies, to charge payment or credit any 
overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-2448 for any additional fees 
required under 37 C.F.R. §§1.16 or 1.17; particularly, extension of time 
fees. 



Respectfully submitted, 



BIRCH, STEWART, KOLASCH 8s BIRCH, LLP 




KM/GH/mmi/asc 
3319-0103P 



P. O. Box 747 

Falls Church, VA 22040-0747 
(703) 205-8000 
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AMENDMENTS TO THE DRAWINGS 

Attached hereto are four (4) sheets of corrected formal drawings 
that comply with the provisions of 37 C.F.R. § 1.84. The corrected formal 
drawings incorporate the following drawing changes: 

In FIGs. 1-4, the legend "Prior Art" has been added. 

In addition, the Annotated Marked-up Drawings are also submitted 
as the Examiner required. 

It is respectfully requested that the corrected formal drawings be 
approved and made a part of the record of the above-identified 
application. 
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